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Dear Sir: 

In response to the Restriction Requirement dated June 16, 2006, (paper No. 20060612), 
Applicant respectfully elects Invention I, directed towards Claims 6-17 without traverse. As an 
related matter, the Applicants were wondering if the Examiner intended for Claim 17 to be 
included in Invention I, since Claim 17 is directed towards a mobile station (see mobile claims 
18-22 of Invention II), whereas Claims 6-16 are method claims. Even if Claim 17 is not 
included within Invention I, and Invention I is modified to include only Claims 6-16, the 
Applicants still elect Invention I for further prosecution. 
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Dated this 17 th day of July, 2006. 



Respectfully submitted, 
WORKMAN NYDEGGER 

ADRIAN J. LEE 
Registration No. 42,785 
Attorney for Applicant 
Customer No. 022913 
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